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BAR BRIEFS
of the state bar associations to confer with such district judges on mat-
ters of practice and to formulate suggestions for the action of the Na-
tional Conference of Circuit Judges, is being carried out in most parts
of the country.
Recently the American Bar Association's Committee on Rule Mak-
ing Power has received criticisms or complaints concerning this plan.
One assumed that the plan "is designed to get an act of Congress au-
thorizing the Supreme Court of the U. S. to formulate rules of practice
in law cases." Another said "the existing order might better be left
alone ... to hunt for an ache of which one is not presently aware is
to make confusion worse confounded." Another suggested, "It would
be highly presumptuous to take any active steps." And yet another, in
declining appointment, remarked, "It will be just one more instance
where energy and money are wasted. These federal judges have the
power. They do not enjoy being criticised. In fact, we have taken a
subservient attitude and generally tell them to their faces at least, that
they are right even when we think they are wrong."
And so the committee expresses the hope that the plan will be car-
ried forward, that useful contributions to the public interest will result,
and that, in any event, the value of the plan can not be ascertained until
it has been given a fair trial.
WHY DON'T WE STICK?
This organization, apparently, isn't much better than a farmers'
organization in adhering to the expressed will of the majority. During
the past month we have had several letters indicating that members of
the Association are not abiding by the rule, adopted at the 1932 annual
meeting, to collect a filing fee of $1.00 for each claim placed in the
hands of an attorney for collection.
The organized effort of the Bar of this State will come to naught
so long as individuals insist on showing their independence of spirit by
violating the expressed will of the majority on fees, ethics, and other
matters. If the attitude of the Association is wrong, let's change the
attitude in open meeting. Why stay away or sit back when the time
for action is at hand and then undermine collective effort through indi-
vidual action?
SIGNIFICANT (?)
November lst, 1932, the New York Compensation Lawyers Asso-
ciation requested the removal of Labor Commissioner, Frances Perkins,
"as her administration has been and is a failure." March 4th, 1933,
President Roosevelt placed her in his cabinet as Secretary of Labor.
Says the World-Telegram, New York: "Every working man and
woman in the country should rejoice in Miss Perkins' appointment to
the cabinet."
OFFER
Forty-seven volumes of North Dakota Reports are offered at Sixty
Dollars. Also can find set of Corpus Juris. Write Secretary.
